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Art Unit: 2642 

Response to Amendment 
Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure, which was submitted with the amendment 
filed on 09/03/2003, does not commence on a separate sheet in accordance with 
37 CFR 1.52(b)(4). A new abstract of the disclosure is required and must be 
presented on a separate sheet , apart from any other text. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the Inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 1, 9 and 14, on page 10 of the new amendment filed 
09/03/2004, line 13, claim 1 recites the negative limitation "disconnecting the call 
without user response from the first telephone station and without response from 
the second telephone station ". This limitation is not supported by the specification 
that was originally filed by the applicant. However, the only limitation the 
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examiner was able to find, which may have similar interpretation was recited on 
page 1 1 , lines 29-30, and page 1 2, lines 1 -2. This limitation recited the following 
"SN 109 answers the call, and plays an announcement to the calling party, 
asking for his/her permission to present his/her number (and name) to the 
privacy screening subscriber. If the calling party refuses to grant permission to 
present his/her number (and name) to the subscriber, the call is disconnected". 
Claims 9 and 14 have the same defect. 

Dependent claims 2-8, 10-13, and 15-19 are rejected for the same 
reasons as discussed above with respect to claims 1 , 9, and 14. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 14, the claim's language is confusing because it implies 
that all calls from the first telephone station to the second telephone station will 
be disconnected regardless of the caller on the first telephone station blocking or 
not blocking their identity. That is, the invention as understood by the exanniner, 
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works only when the caller on the first telephone chooses to block their identity 
(i.e., make a "private call"). 

Depended claims 15-19 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed 
above with respect to claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. Claires 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Stevens et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Stevens teaches a method for detecting a call made to 
a telephone station associated with a privacy screening service (see abstract) 
routed from a first telephone station (reads on calling party 10, Fig. 1 , col. 3, lines 
2-3) to a second telephone station (reads on called party 12, Fig. 1, col. 3. lines 
2-3) via a switching network, (this reads on either PSTN 14 in Fig. 1 or AIN, see 
col. 2, lines 54-67) comprising: intercepting a call from a first telephone station 
(calling party 10) directed to a second telephone station (called party 12); 
determining if the second telephone (called party 12) station requires 
identification of the first telephone station for conripletion of the call (this reads on 
determining whether this is a desirable call from an authorized list or unwanted 
call, for example, telemarketer, see col. 2, lines 4-12, also col.3, lines 14-20) ; 
and in response to determining that the second telephone station (reads on the 
called party 12) requires identification of the first telephone (calling party 10) 
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station for connpletion of tlie call, disconnecting the call without user response 
from the first telephone station and without response from the second telephone 
station (basically reads on the calling party or the system disconnecting the call, 
see col. 2, lines 4-7). 

Stevens et al does not specifically teach that the caller on "the first 
telephone station is associated with a subscriber to a caller detection of privacy 
screening service". That is, in Stevens, the caller (i.e., telemarketer) who is 
making "annoying" calls (col. 5, lines 55-67) would obviously not want to gay for a 
call that will be considered "unwanted" by the called party who subscribers to a 
"privacy screening service". Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to desire to subscribe 
to a service that would detect t hat the called party subscribers to the privacy 
screening feature and then for the calling party (telemarketer) to not want to pay 
for the call, and, therefore would want that call disconnected. 

Claims 9 and 14 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 2 and 15, Stevens teaches intercepting the call from the 
first telephone station (calling party 10) to the second telephone station (called 
party 12) based on an indicator associated with the first telephone station (the 
indicator reads on setting up a flagged in the case of receiving call from calling 
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part 10 to the subscriber of the screening service, which is the called party 12. 
see col. 3, lines 2-13). 

Regarding claims 3 and 16, Stevens teaches allowing the call to proceed if 
the directory number (reads on phone system number (PSN) is included in a list 
associated with the first telephone station (basically if the PSN of the calling party 
10 is within authorized numbers in the database, the call will be connected to the 
called party 12. see col. 3. lines 13- 20). 

Regarding claims 4 and 17, Stevens teaches in response to determining 
that the second telephone (called party 12) station does not require identification 
of the first telephone station, completing the call (this reads on the scenario of 
completing the call in standard manner in the event of an authorized callers). 

Regarding claims 5 and 18. Stevens teaches sending an indicator (this 
reads on SRP 20 sends an instruction to billing office 22, see col. 3, lines 36-40 
and Fig. 1 ) to a billing system to identify a call sent from the first telephone 
station (the calling party 10) to the second telephone station (the called party 12) 
wherein the second telephone station requires the identification of the first 
telephone station for completion of the call. 

Regarding claim 6, Stevens teaches in an Advanced Intelligent Network 
(AIN, see col. 2, lines 56-60) having a service switching point (reads on SSP 16 
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in Fig, 1 and col. 2, lines 56-59) and a service control point (SCP 18, Fig. 1), 
wherein said service switching point hosts an off-hook delay trigger (reads on 
TDP see col. 2, lines 60-63) associated with the first telephone station (calling 
party 10), and wherein said intercepting act comprises: actuating said off-hook 
delay trigger (this is inherent); and querying the service control point to obtain 
information associated with the second telephone station from a database stored 
at the services control point (see col. 2, lines 2-10). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Stevens teaches in response to determining that 
the information associated with the second telephone station indicates that 
identifying information must be supplied by a calling party to the second 
telephone station before the call can be completed, disconnecting the call (this 
basically reads on either completing the call in or terminating the call at step 40. 
see col. 3, lines 6-36). 

Regarding claims 10-11, Stevens teaches the AIN comprising a services 
node (this reads on IVP interactive voice prompting, see col. 2, lines 64-65), the 
services node including: a voice synthesizer, which generates an audible 
message (see col. 3, lines 25-32). 

Regarding claim 12, Stevens teaches in the AIN the service control point 
(18) generates a message and sends the message to the service switching point 
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(SSP 16) for inclusion on a billing record created by the services switching point 
and sent to a billing system (see col. 2, lines 56-67 and col. 3, lines 36-49). 

Regarding claims 13 and 19, Stevens teaches intercepting the call from 
the first telephone station to the second telephone station based on actuation of 
a trigger type event (this read on TDPs "Trigger Detection Points", see col. 2, 
lines 60-63). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
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period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated fronn the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Rasha S AL-Aubaidi whose telephone 
number is (703) 605-5145. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Friday from 8:30 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ahmad F Matar, can be reached on 305-4731. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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